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Sovereignty is the issue 

IN JUNE (so we have been led to 
believe) there will be a national referen¬ 
dum as to whether or not Britain stays 
in Europe ‘on terms renegotiated’ by 
the Wilson Government. 



Goof Witless reaps 
the whirlwind 

WHILE the Establishment in Britain has been 
isolating Australia, Gough Whitlam and com¬ 
pany have been complementing the policy 
by overturning the White Australia concept 
and embracing ‘an Asian destiny’. 

It is interesting to note that the accession 
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Sovereignty is the issue 


IN JUNE (so we have been led to 
believe) there will be a national referen¬ 
dum as to whether or not Britain stays 
in Europe ‘on terms renegotiated’ by 
the Wilson Government. 

The result can only be a turning 
point in our history and a decision for 
destiny. 

Before 1973 pro-Europe politicians 
stumped the country gushing with sunshine 
propaganda about how well off we would be 
in Europe. They had no answers to Britain’s 
economic problems and hoped Europe would 
bale them out. It didn’t. The ‘Common 
Market’ has been a disaster for Britain. 

Britain is in trouble. We are living on 
borrowed money and borrowed time. Com¬ 
mon sense tells us that we can only pull out 
of our present economic tailspin if we have 
total control over our own economy. Yet, 
the Establishment politicians have mortgaged 
our future to foreigners! Right now Europe 
has us clamped in an economic straight- 
jacket with our worst trade rivals and has 
saddled us with dear food policies. 

Today fully 96% of Britain’s non-oil 
trade deficit is with the European Common 
Market. The trade deficit with the original 
six has risen to an alarming £2150 million 
and our economy crumbles and slides to¬ 
wards a major recession. Can Europe help? 
No, all the Common Market countries have 
rising unemployment and face recession. The 
Common Market as such cannot prevent this. 

FOOLS AND CROOKS 



All argument in favour of Europe is just 
sham and make-believe. The whole Common 
Market issue has clearly highlighted what 
fools and crooks the Tory, Labour and 
Liberal politicians really are. They willingly 
allowed themselves to be flattered and 
prodded into taking Britain into Europe by a 
£10 million propaganda campaign mounted 
by the European Commission Information 
Service and the unsavoury pressure groups 
like the European Movement — financed by 
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The Berlaymont Building, Brussels, the Commission’s headquarters. 


WHAT MUST BE DONE 

Here’s what Britain must do: At home, we 
must speedily concentrate investment in all 
sectors of production particularly in the more 
intensive use of all agriculturally valuable 
land and in the sole development by the 
British Government of our North Sea oil 

reserves. Invext nu‘m I now will s:ive on imnniix 


Here is the choice before us; either the 
way of the tired old Establishment, who 
spend their time looking for foreign countries 
to lean on or beg a hand-out from, always 
falling prey to the loan-sharks and sharp- 
operators of International Finance; or the 
way of British Nationalism. 

British Nationalism stands for self-reliance 


Goof Witless reaps 
the whirlwind 

WHILE the Establishment in Britain has been 
isolating Australia, Gough Whitlam and com¬ 
pany have been complementing the policy 
by overturning the White Australia concept 
and embracing ‘an Asian destiny’. 

It is interesting to note that the accession 
to power of the Australian Labour Party was 
aided by Big Business. The two major news¬ 
paper empires controlled by Rupert Murdoch 
and Sir Frank Packer both backed Labour, 
while businessmen paid for full-page ad¬ 
vertisements for the Party explaining that 
they were fed up with the Liberals. Ken 
Myer, chairman of the board of directors of 
the Myer Emporium (one* of Australia’s 
biggest companies) whose personal family 
trust was reported to be worth more than 
£17 million, boasted that he had cast a 
postal vote for Labour. 

Whitlam’s acceptance of Britain and Aus¬ 
tralia going their separate ways has helped 
close Britain’s market to Australia’s produce, 
and he has now been forced to hawk 
Australian beef exports around the European 
Community. This rather naive attempt has 
met with total failure. 

Despite the cold shoulder tactics used by 
the British Establishment against Australia, 
patriotic Australians with pride in their 
British ancestry should hold out against the 
break-up of the White British Commonwealth 
and prepare for the day when a regenerated 
Britain once again extends the hand of 
friendship. 

Speculation 
admission 
in UN Report 

A REPORT submitted to the United Nations 
Conference on Trade and Development ad¬ 
mitted that speculation has pushed up com¬ 
modity prices in recent years. 

The report states: “The increase in the 
volume of futures trading since 1970-1972 
has greatly exceeded any proportional in¬ 
crease in physical demand or supply.” 

Parasites in any economy mean a reduction 
























in Europe. They had no answers to Britain’s 
economic problems and hoped Europe would 
bale them out. It didn’t. The ‘Common 
Market’ has been a disaster for Britain. 

Britain is in trouble. We are living on 
borrowed money and borrowed time. Com¬ 
mon sense tells us that we can only pull out 
of our present economic tailspin if we have 
total control over our own economy. Yet, 
the Establishment politicians have mortgaged 
our future to foreigners! Right now Europe 
has us clamped in an economic straight- 
jacket with our worst trade rivals and has 
saddled us with dear food policies. 

Today fully 96% of Britain’s non-oil 
trade deficit is with the European Common 
Market. The trade deficit with the original 
six has risen to an alarming £2150 million 
and our economy crumbles and slides to¬ 
wards a major recession. Can Europe help? 
No, all the Common Market countries have 
rising unemployment and face recession. The 
Common Market as such cannot prevent this. 

FOOLS AND CROOKS 



All argument in favour of Europe is just 
sham and make-believe. The whole Common 
Market issue has clearly highlighted what 
fools and crooks the Tory, Labour and 
Liberal politicians really are. They willingly 
allowed themselves to be flattered and 
prodded into taking Britain into Europe by a 
£10 million propaganda campaign mounted 
by the European Commission Information 
Service and the unsavoury pressure groups 
like the European Movement — financed by 
international banks and multinational com¬ 
panies. 

The gullible Establishment politicians 
thus demonstrated that they had lost faith 
in the inherent qualities of the British 
people. We have not! 

We have confidence in our own nation. 
We know that our people have a fund of 
inventiveness, skill and workmanship second 
to none. It’s about time we got rid of the 
Common Market, and dumped the Estab¬ 
lishment politicians who have been wrecking 
our economic potential all these years. 


The Berlaymont Building, 


WHAT MUST BE DONE 

Here’s what Britain must do: At home, we 
must speedily concentrate investment in all 
sectors of production particularly in the more 
intensive use of all agriculturally valuable 
land and in the sole development by the 
British Government of our North Sea oil 
reserves. Investment now will save on imports 
and cost us a lot less in the long run. 

Overseas, we must reconstruct our links 
with the British-settled countries of the 
Commonwealth who are not only our natural 
trade partners but our very own people 
across the seas, connected to us by common 
ties of family, ancestry, history and culture. 
With them we could build a ‘British Com¬ 
munity of Nations’ as a Third Force for 
peace and stability in the world. 

But we can only do these things outside 
Europe. 


i, the Commission’s headquarters. 


Here is the choice before us; either the 
way of the tired old Establishment, who 
spend their time looking for foreign countries 
to lean on or beg a hand-out from, always 
falling prey to the loan-sharks and sharp- 
operators of International Finance; or the 
way of British Nationalism. 

British Nationalism stands for self-reliance 
and self-respecting pride in our nation. The 
choice is: to run our country in our own 
interest or to be governed by someone else 
in theirs! The central issue of the whole 
Common Market wrangle is whether or not 
the British nation has the will to take back its 
right to National Sovereignty. Our liberty and 
prosperity depend entirely upon ourselves 
and on our own efforts. 

SO. WIN BACK FREEDOM FOR THE 
BRITISH! GET BRITAIN OUT OF 
EUROPE! 


Myer, chairman of the board of directors of 
the Myer Emporium (one' of Australia’s 
biggest companies) whose personal family 
trust was reported to be worth more than 
£17 million, boasted that he had cast a 
postal vote for Labour. 

Whitlam’s acceptance of Britain and Aus¬ 
tralia going their separate ways has helped 
close Britain’s market to Australia’s produce, 
and he has now been forced to hawk 
Australian beef exports around the European 
Community. This rather naive attempt has 
met with total failure. 

Despite the cold shoulder tactics used by 
the British Establishment against Australia, 
patriotic Australians with pride in their 
British ancestry should hold out against the 
break-up of the White British Commonwealth 
and prepare for the day when a regenerated 
Britain once again extends the hand of 
friendship. 


Speculation 
admission 
in UN Report 

A REPORT submitted to the United Nations 
Conference on Trade and Development ad¬ 
mitted that speculation has pushed up com¬ 
modity prices in recent years. 

The report states: “The increase in the 
volume of futures trading since 1970-1972 
has greatly exceeded any proportional in¬ 
crease in physical demand or supply.” 

Parasites in any economy mean a reduction 
of real wealth for those who produce. They 
also mean that the scale of incentives in 
society is wrong. If money can be made by 
the investment of brains and capital in sectors 
where no economic benefit accrues to the 
community as a whole, this is going to mean 
less investment of brains and capital in 
useful and essential industries which enrich 
the national community. 

The National Front is resolved to extirpate 
the speculator from the economic life of 
Britain. 
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Britain First supports tbe views of the National Front editorially, but is 
printed, published and distributed independently of the National Front by 
Britain First Press 

The views expressed in Britain First are the views of the Editor and the 
named contributors and should not necessarily be taken to be the official 
views of the National Front. 

The appearance of any advertisement in Britain First is not necessarily 
indicative that the Editor has any knowledge of, interest in or support for the 
product, service, organisation or function advertised. 

Many aspects of immigration are, to say the least, distasteful to the 
native British population. Our anger, however, should not be directed 
towards immigrants but to the politicians who allowed or encouraged the 
problem. Race hatred is counter-productive and no sympathy can be extended 
to those who incite it. 


No compromise 

CHRIS MOTTRAM is a celebrated tennis player. He is also a 
member of the National Front. 

The latter fact was recently attacked by a sneering editorial 
in the Sunday Express. It must surely be a source of great pride 
to us that the Tory Beaverbrook press should hate us for 
pricking its conscience about patriotism. After all, we are on 
hand to remind everyone that the Express group ratted on the 
anti-Common Market cause. The cause which Lord Beaverbrook 
himself so consistently championed while he was alive. 

The Daily and Sunday Express are not patriotic papers at 
all — they are Establishment papers which merely use patriotism 
by equating it with the status quo in general and with the Tory 
Party in particular. 

At the risk of being accused of fanatical extremism we must 
make one thing quite clear: if we have learnt anything from 
our struggle for a genuinely democratic British nationalist 
society, it is that we must maintain and pursue a thorough¬ 
going, even revolutionary, alternative that will brook no 
compromise whatsoever with the existing system. This attitude 
must be maintained towards all organs of the system and 
particularly towards those like the Express papers which split 
and paralyse the nation through socially divisive propaganda. 

Aided by inane articles from Tory M.P.s and rather unsubtle 
cartoons by Cummings, the Beaverbrook press sets out to con¬ 
vince its readers that they belong to some bogus and illusory 
‘Middle Class’ that is being threatened by Trade Union 
militancy. This reactionary anti-working class drivel is re¬ 
inforced bv a swarm of uossin columnists who trv to vet their 


85 / OF 

VICTIMS WHITE 


STREET CRIME in the London 
Borough of Lambeth has tripled 
in five years and is now the 
worst on record with an average 
of six reported attacks every 
day. 

Whereas in America most of the 
victims of Black crime are Blacks 
themselves, in Britain the victims 
are mostly White. According to a 
Scotland Yard report, while 80% of 
the attackers are Coloured 85% of 
the victims are White. This shows 
that the mugging epidemic is not 
just an example of ordinary crime 
but is in fact a virtual race war being 
conducted on Whites by Blacks. 


SERIOUS 

The situation is almost as serious 
in nearby Lewisham and Wands¬ 
worth. 

Travellers on London’s Under¬ 
ground may have seen stickers telling 
Blacks to join the so-called ‘Brixton 
Workers’ Defence Unit’. If a defence 
unit is needed to defend not only 
workers, but their wives and chil¬ 
dren as well, then it is a White 
workers’ defence unit! 


28.5% wage 
increase ? 


Full circle in 
four years 
for the South 
London Press 

IN FEBRUARY 1971 the first edition of Britain First (then 
under different Editorship) had as its front page headline story 
an admission from the South London Press that it had 
deliberately hushed up Black crime: — 

“This trend has been noted as again decided to make some shock 
long ago as a year by the local police admissions. This is not, however, to 
and by this newspaper. Because of be interpreted as a sudden twitch 
the delicate nature of race relations of conscience to tell people the 
in areas like Lambeth that have high truth. A hint of the real purpose 
immigrant populations, we deliber- was given in a quote on page 53 of 
ately played down the ethnic origins the same issue, concerning White 
of these bands of youngsters who and Black children:— 
roam the streets and rob passers-by ; “It is tempting to look at the 
often with violence or the threat of researches of Eysenk and Jensen 
violence.” and say the difference in achieve- 

Four years later the problem is ment is entirely due to ethnic 
now so bad, however, that the South differences in intelligence and there 
London Press has been provoked is nothing we can do to alter the 
to admit the following in a recent situation. 

















CHRIS MOTTRAM is a celebrated tennis player. He is also a 
member of the National Front. 

The latter fact was recently attacked by a sneering editorial 
in the Sunday Express. It must surely be a source of great pride 
to us that the Tory Beaverbrook press should hate us for 
pricking its conscience about patriotism. After all, we are on 
hand to remind everyone that the Express group ratted on the 
anti-Common Market cause. The cause which Lord Beaverbrook 
himself so consistently championed while he was alive. 

The Daily and Sunday Express are not patriotic papers at 
all — they are Establishment papers which merely use patriotism 
by equating it with the status quo in general and with the Tory 
Party in particular. 

At the risk of being accused of fanatical extremism we must 
make one thing quite clear: if we have learnt anything from 
our struggle for a genuinely democratic British nationalist 
society, it is that we must maintain and pursue a thorough¬ 
going, even revolutionary, alternative that will brook no 
compromise whatsoever with the existing system. This attitude 
must be maintained towards all organs of the system and 
particularly towards those like the Express papers which split 
and paralyse the nation through socially divisive propaganda. 

Aided by inane articles from Tory M.P.s and rather unsubtle 
cartoons by Cummings, the Beaverbrook press sets out to con¬ 
vince its readers that they belong to some bogus and illusory 
‘Middle Class’ that is being threatened by Trade Union 
militancy. This reactionary anti-working class drivel is re¬ 
inforced by a swarm of gossip columnists who try to get their 
readers to identify with the Establishment by projecting them 
into a fantasy world of dukes, debutantes, whizz kid financiers 
and other flotsam of the cosmopolitan jet set. 

As — in the words of George Orwell — “the poor are more 
national than the rich . . .”, the existence of ‘middle-class 
nationalism’ as expounded by the Express papers is a dangerous 
blind alley threatening the success of the genuine nationalist 
movement as it identifies Nationalism with Tory snobbery and 
thereby repells from Nationalism its natural mainstream of 
supporters amongst working people. 

The Beaverbrook press and the Tory mentality that lies 
behind it is something which the rising nationalist movement 
must sweep aside. When the time comes the readers of the 
Express (if there are any left) will soon discover that having 
starched shirts in lieu of a backbone is a very poor substitute. 


are mostly White. According to a 
Scotland Yard report, while 80% of 
the attackers are Coloured 85% of 
the victims are White. This shows 
that the mugging epidemic is not 
just an example of ordinary crime 
but is in fact a virtual race war being 
conducted on Whites by Blacks. 


SERIOUS 

The situation is almost as serious 
in nearby Lewisham and Wands¬ 
worth. 

Travellers on London’s Under¬ 
ground may have seen stickers telling 
Blacks to join the so-called ‘Brixton 
Workers’ Defence Unit’. If a defence 
unit is needed to defend not only 
workers, but their wives and chil¬ 
dren as well, then it is a White 
workers’ defence unit! 


28.5% wage 
increase ? 

In an attempt to make wage 
earners the scapegoat for the col¬ 
lapse of the economic system, the 
Establishment press has made great 
play with the fact that wages in¬ 
creased 28.5% last year. 

This 28.5%, however, is the in¬ 
crease in average gross earnings. 
When one allows for the claw-back 
effect of tax and National Insurance 
contributions, the average net wage 
increase is about 19% which corres¬ 
ponds — so we are led to believe — 
with the rise in the cost of living 
index. In real terms wages certainly 
haven’t risen more than prices. 


MORE ASIAN IMMIGRANTS 


IT IS reported that over 100,000 
immigrants will apply to enter 
Britain from Bangladesh, Pakistan 
and India over the next few years. 

The Government has agreed to 
take them all as soon as possible. 
Most of them are dependants or 
heads of families already here, but 
fiancees are also now being ad- 


weeks. 

The ‘surprise’ increase in the 
number expected is partly as a 
result of the illegal immigrant am¬ 
nesty sell-out. In April of last year 
Britain First predicted that the 
number of dependants that could 
come in as a result of the amnesty 
alone could be well on the wav to 


munity leader, and honorary sec¬ 
retary of the United Kingdom 
Citizenship Committee, has called 
on the Government to set up a 
permanent resettlement board. 

He said that the Home Office 
should organise immigration so that: 
“ . . . there can be adequate advance 
planning for employment, accom- 


for the South 
London Press 

IN FEBRUARY 1971 the first edition of Britain First (then 
under different Editorship) had as its front page headline story 
an admission from the South London Press that it had 
deliberately hushed up Black crime: — 


“This trend has been noted as 
long ago as a year by the local police 
and by this newspaper. Because of 
the delicate nature of race relations 
in areas like Lambeth that have high 
immigrant populations, we deliber¬ 
ately played down the ethnic origins 
of these bands of youngsters who 
roam the streets and rob passers-by. 
often with violence or the threat of 
violence.” 

Four years later the problem is 
now so bad, however, that the South 
London Press has been provoked 
to admit the following in a recent 
editorial: 

“Many of the back streets of 
South London are becoming as un¬ 
safe as the City alleys of a century 
ago and New York today. Young 
muggers, most of them black, are a 
dangerous nightly hazard.” 

“ . . . the number of muggings, 
purse-snatchings, and pick-pocket 
offences now being reported to the 
police, particularly in Brixton, would 
need several extra pages of this 
newspaper were we to publish them 
all.” 

“There is a danger — a word we 
do not use lightly — that street 
crimes are now so prevalent that 
they are beginning to take their 
place as non-news, alongside shop¬ 
lifting and motoring offences.” 

“In other words, we are moving 
from a situation where muggings 
were played down by the media for 
fear of provoking disharmony to 
where they are largely being ignored 
because of their familiarity.” 

In another sharp turn of policy 
the South London Press have once 


again decided to make some shock 
admissions. This is not, however, to 
be interpreted as a sudden twitch 
of conscience to tell people the 
truth. A hint of the real purpose 
was given in a quote on page 53 of 
the same issue, concerning White 
and Black children: — 

“It is tempting to look at the 
researches of Eysenk and Jensen 
and say the difference in achieve¬ 
ment is entirely due to ethnic 
differences in intelligence and there 
is nothing we can do to alter the 
situation. 

“Those of us who work in areas 
with a large immigrant population 
know that such an attitude is in¬ 
defensible. The effect of environ¬ 
ment is certainly the major factor.” 

So now we know. The Estab¬ 
lishment press is now admitting the 
fact of Black crime in order to 
assure us that it is all the result of 
environmental factors and can, 
therefore, be solved by financial 
aid and so on. 

BLACKMAIL 

Anyone familiar with the immig¬ 
rant population at first hand knows 
that the cause of Black crime is not 
simply environmental, but results 
from an utterly different psycholo¬ 
gical outlook. The problem cannot 
be solved by the payment of black¬ 
mail money in the form of hand¬ 
outs. Why force the White popu¬ 
lation to pay bribes and protection 
money to the Blacks? THAT IS 
ONLY MUGGING THE WHOLE 
BRITISH COMMUNITY! 





















nationalism ascxpoimncn ny me Express papers is a dangerous 
blind alley threatening the success of the genuine nationalist 
movement as it identifies Nationalism with Tory snobbery and 
thereby repells from Nationalism its natural mainstream of 
supporters amongst working people. 

The Beaverbrook press and the Tory mentality that lies 
behind it is something which the rising nationalist movement 
must sweep aside. When the time comes the readers of the 
Express (if there are any left) will soon discover that having 
starched shirts in lieu of a backbone is a very poor substitute. 
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This 28.5%, however, is the in¬ 
crease in average gross earnings. 
When one allows for the claw-back 
effect of tax and National Insurance 
contributions, the average net wage 
increase is about 19% which corres¬ 
ponds — so we are led to believe — 
with the rise in the cost of living 
index. In real terms wages certainly 
haven’t risen more than prices. 


MORE ASIAN IMMIGRANTS 


IT IS reported that over 100,000 
immigrants will apply to enter 
Britain from Bangladesh, Pakistan 
and India over the next few years. 

The Government has agreed to 
take them all as soon as possible. 
Most of them are dependants or 
heads of families already here, but 
fiancees are also now being ad¬ 
mitted. 

The waiting period for depen¬ 
dants of those who settled in the 
United Kingdom before January 1, 
1973, has been three to four years. 
This may now be slashed to four 


weeks. 

The ‘surprise’ increase in the 
number expected is partly as a 
result of the illegal immigrant am¬ 
nesty sell-out. In April of last year 
Britain First predicted that the 
number of dependants that could 
come in as a result of the amnesty 
alone could be well on the way to 
500,000. 


ORDERS 

Mr. Praful Patel, the Asian com¬ 


munity leader, and honorary sec¬ 
retary of the United Kingdom 
Citizenship Committee, has called 
on the Government to set up a 
permanent resettlement board. 

He said that the Home Office 
should organise immigration so that: 
“ . . . there can be adequate advance 
planning for employment, accom¬ 
modation, education and hospitals 
to deal with the families.” The man 
currently responsible for flooding 
this country with immigrants is 
Mr. Alexander Lyon, Minister of 
State, Home Office. 


Lend 

a 

hand 

in 

building 

tiie 

Nation¬ 

alist 

press 


THE economic crisis is developing very rapidly. With 
simultaneous inflation and depression the living 
standards and job security of ordinary people are 
coming under ever-increasing attack from the financial 
system and the international bankers who control it. 

BRITAIN FIRST is vital for preparing the British 
people to resist these attacks. We are now printing in 
two colours and we have also added two extra pages 
FOR NO INCREASE IN PRICE. If we are to maintain 
this expansion, however, we desperately need more 
money. GIVE all you can and post immediately to 
the Britain First Fighting Fund, 50 Pawsons Road, 
Croydon, Surrey. 

DONATIONS received since going to press with 
the last issue have comprised: £1.77 Mrs. R. Wisbey; 
£1.50 Mr. S. A. Butt; £1 Miss Anita Hamilton, 
Imperial College; £10.41 Terry Reeves, U.S.A.; £2 
Neil Farnell (TGWU); £2 Paul Kingsley; £1 Keith 
Hacking; £1 Mrs. F. A. Ellis; £2 Andy Baczkowski, 
Imperial College; £16 other donations. These total 
£38.68. Our total for the last issue was £35.08. 


Anti-Communist 
Special Issue 

Issue No.23 of Britain First was 
prepared as a special anti-Communist 
one. As it was undated the issue 
will be of great use for quite some 
time to come. 

Besides articles on what Com¬ 
munists fear; the real force behind 
Communism; Communist influ¬ 
ences in the Labour Party, education 
and the mass media; there is also a 
refutation of the Fascist smear 
which is flung straight back into 
the face of the Left. 

As all we have to do is reprint 
this particular issue will be available 
at only lp per copy. Please order in 
the same quantities as stated for 
current issue and allow for the 
appropriate postage. 


dangerous nignny hazard. 

. . . the number of muggings, 
purse-snatchings, and pick-pocket 
offences now being reported to the 
police, particularly in Brixton, would 
need several extra pages of this 
newspaper were we to publish them 
ah.” 

“There is a danger — a word we 
do not use lightly - that street 
crimes are now so prevalent that 
they are beginning to take their 
place as non-news, alongside shop¬ 
lifting and motoring offences.” 

“In other words, we are moving 
from a situation where muggings 
were played down by the media for 
fear of provoking disharmony to 
where they are largely being ignored 
because of their familiarity.” 

In another sharp turn of policy 
the South London Press have once 


Iishment press is now admitting the 
fact of Black crime in order to 
assure us that it is all the result of 
environmental factors and can, 
therefore, be solved by financial 
aid and so on. 

BLACKMAIL 

Anyone familiar with the immig¬ 
rant population at first hand knows 
that the cause of Black crime is not 
simply environmental, but results 
from an utterly different psycholo¬ 
gical outlook. The problem cannot 
be solved by the payment of black¬ 
mail money in the form of hand¬ 
outs. Why force the White popu¬ 
lation to pay bribes and protection 
money to the Blacks? THAT IS 
ONLY MUGGING THE WHOLE 
BRITISH COMMUNITY! 


BUY 




Britain First retails at 5p from your local seller. For 
subscription rates see back page. Would bulk purchasers please order 
only in the quantities listed below. Standing orders welcomed. 


10 copies 

.50 

plus 13p postage 

(5p each) 

25 copies 

£1.00 

plus 23p postage 

(4p each) 

50 copies 

£1.50 

plus 30p postage 

(3p each) 

100 copies 

£3.00 

plus 42p postage 

(3p each) 

200 copies 

£5.00 

plus 63p postage 

(2y 2 p each) 

300 copies 

£7.50 

plus £1.05 postage 

(2y 2 p each) 

400 copies 

£8.00 

plus £1.26 postage 

(2p each) 

500 copies 

£10.00 

plus £1.68 postage 

(2p each) 

1000 copies 

£15.00 

plus £3.15 postage 

(iy 2 p each) 


Please make out cheques and postal orders to Britain First, 
50 Pawsons Road, Croydon, Surrey. 


Please send me. copies of Britain First for which I enclose 

.plus.for postage. 


Name .. 
Address 
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RAGE BOARD INFAMY N0.1 


RACE RELATIONS BOARD 

5 Lower Belgrave Street London SWi 
Telephone: 01-730 6291 


WM/73/98 29 November 1974 



I am now able to let you know the Board's decision in the matter of 
your complaint against "Grass Roots". 

As you know, the West Metropolitan Conciliation Committee formed the 
opinion that the publication of the words "Entrants must be black" 
in a notice advertising a competition contravened th* Section 6 of 
the 1968 Race Relations Act. 

Although the Board were not able to secure an assurance against a 
repetition of the unlawful act the journal has been left in no doubt 
as to the seriousness with which the Board views their action. Our 
information is however that the offending words have not been used 
again and in the circumstances the Board have decided to use its 
discretion not to bring proceedings. 

Yours sincerely 



C *Fudge 

Principal Conciliation Officer 


RAGE BOARD 
INFAMY No. 2 


ABOUT a year ago an alert 
National Front member spotted 
in the Black Panther news¬ 
paper, Grass Roots , an adver¬ 
tisement for a competition 
which specified that “All en¬ 
trants must be Black”. 

Despite the fact that he whole¬ 
heartedly agreed with discrimination 
on the basis of race, the NF member 
decided to complain to the Race 
Relations Board, partly to test out 
the Race Board’s ‘fairness’ and 
partly to demonstrate to the Black 
Panthers that the Race Relations 
industry is as much their enemy as 
ours. 


CONTEMPT 

The Race Board wrote to Grass 
Roots and asked them to apologise. 
Grass Roots promptly published an 
article telling the Race Board where 
to get off: “Grass Roots treats the 
RRB . . . with the contempt it 
deserves.” Despite this blatant dis¬ 
respect the Race Board decided to 
drop the case. 

When the complainant phoned 
up to find out exactly what were 
the Board’s reasons for doing so, 
Mr. Fudge — the principal con¬ 
ciliation officer — refused to com¬ 
ment and slammed the phone down. 


Publicans! 

MANY landlords are afraid to refuse 
service to coloured immigrants be¬ 
cause of the Race Relations Act. 
There are, however, three very good 
ways in which you can discriminate 
quite legally: 

(a) Refuse to serve people on the 


Behind the 
housing scandal: 
local authority 
indebtedness 



IF YOU are forced to live in ‘housing’ like the above despite 
having been on a council house waiting list for many years, it 
is very largely the result of local authority indebtedness. 

Although immigration has un- VT ... 

doubtedly aggravated and high- New loans are now costing local 
lighted the housing shortage, the authorities about 13 or 14%. Sup- 

posniii that the cost ol a house and 















aa to tne aerlouanoMa with which the Board views their action. Our 
information is however that the offending words have not been used 
again and in the circumstances the Board have decided to use its 
discretion not to bring proceedings. 

Yours sincerely 



C ‘Pudge 

Principal Conciliation Officer 



Kingsley Read 


RACE BOARD 
INFAMY No. 2 


DURING May/June of 1974 Kingsley Read circulated about 
2,000 letters to residents in the Queens Park ward of Black¬ 
burn appealing to them not to sell their homes to coloured 
immigrants. The letters were signed in his capacity as National 
Front prospective parliamentary candidate for Blackburn. 


This provoked the Race Board 
to haul him before its North-West 
“Conciliation Committee”. This 
was not only an attack on the free¬ 
dom of speech of Kingsley Read, or 
even of the National Front: it was 
an attack on each and every Briton 
to proclaim in his own country that 
British people must be put first. 

The Race Board’s conciliation 
officer who corresponded with 


asked to withdraw his letter and 
apologise for it he will do no such 
thing. Furthermore, if the Race 
Board Gestapo impose a fine he 
will refuse to pay it, preferring to 
go to prison for his beliefs. 

Telegrams, resolutions and other 
messages of support should be sent 
to Kingsley Read at the National 
Front Head Office. 


KK15 . . . with me contempt it 
deserves.” Despite this blatant dis¬ 
respect the Race Board decided to 
drop the case. 

When the complainant phoned 
up to find out exactly what were 
the Board’s reasons for doing so, 
Mr. Fudge — the principal con¬ 
ciliation officer — refused to com¬ 
ment and slammed the phone down. 


Publicans! 





MANY landlords are afraid to refuse 
service to coloured immigrants be¬ 
cause of the Race Relations Act. 
There are, however, three very good 
ways in which you can discriminate 
quite legally: 

(a) Refuse to serve people on the 
grounds of religion. 

(b) Refuse to serve someone on the 
grounds that they cannot speak 
English. 

(c) Tell coloured immigrants that 
the National Front uses your pub 
for meetings — this has an elec¬ 
trifying effect! 


Barbers! 

YOU CAN’T refuse to serve coloured 
immigrants, but you could explain 
that you’re not used to cutting Afro 
hair, and then wait to see if they 
come back again after the first 
experiment. 


IF YOU are forced to live in 
having been on a council house 
is very largely the result of local 

Although immigration has un¬ 
doubtedly aggravated and high¬ 
lighted the housing shortage, the 
essential problem is caused by lack 
of money for municipal housing 
schemes. This shortage of cash stems 
directly from the vast interest pay¬ 
ments that have to be paid on the 
loans (owing directly or indirectly 
to the banking system) upon which 
the financing of council house 
building and other activities is based. 

The Local Government Financial 
Statistics , England and Wales 1972- 
3, reveal that at the end of March 
1973 local authorities in England 
and Wales were in debt to the tune 
of £17,000 million. That is a debt 
of over £320 for every man, woman 
and child in the country — and 
every penny has to be paid back plus 
interest! All of which YOU have to 
pay! 


lousing’ like the above despite 
waiting list for many years, it 
authority indebtedness. 

New loans are now costing local 
authorities about 13 or 14%. Sup¬ 
posing that the cost of a house and 
its land is £10,000 and that the 
money is raised at only 10% for a 
period of 50 years, the local author¬ 
ity will end up paying £60,000 for 
the house! 

DECENT HOMES 

We believe that if local authorities 
are to build decent homes for our 
people, they must be freed from the 
slavery of debt. Loans for the 
financing of council houses should 
be provided interest free by a 
municipal bank. That way we only 
pay for what we need — and not to 
maintain the bankers in the manner 
to which they have become ac¬ 
customed. 


CHILE SAUCE 


THE ESTABLISHMENT politicians 
have now come up with a new ex¬ 
cuse as to why Britain should be 
flooded with foreigners and Britons 
should take second place in their 
own country. Faced with an influx 
of 5000 ‘refugees’ from the South 
American republic of Chile, the 
authorities could not bring out of 
cold storage all the old familiar wails 


already arrived in this country and 
are already beginning to establish 
themselves in our big cities. The 
Greater London Council has allo¬ 
cated 70 homes for Chilean and 
Cypriot refugees, despite the fact 
that the capital has one of the most 
chronic housing shortages in the 
country. Five houses on the GLC’s 
Thamesmead new town, which has a 


we decided to break our rules and 
let English families in. The position 
has now changed. There are many 
refugee families coming into this 
country.” Mrs. Bell’s solicitor has 
told her that because the refugee 
council is a charity, tenants have 
no security of tenure. 

A special nationwide campaign 
lias also been organised by the 





















DURING May/June of 1974 Kingsley Read circulated about 
2,000 letters to residents in the Queens Park ward of Black¬ 
burn appealing to them not to sell their homes to coloured 
immigrants. The letters were signed in his capacity as National 
Front prospective parliamentary candidate for Blackburn. 

This provoked the Race Board 

to haul him before its North-West asked to withdraw his letter and 
“Conciliation Committee”. This apologise for it he will do no such 
was not only an attack on the free- thing. Furthermore, if the Race 
dom of speech of Kingsley Read, or Board Gestapo impose a fine he 
even of the National Front: it was will refuse to pay it, preferring to 
an attack on each and every Briton go to prison for his beliefs, 
to proclaim in his own country that Telegrams, resolutions and other 
British people must be put first. messages of support should be sent 

The Race Board’s conciliation to Kingsley Read at the National 
officer who corresponded with Front Head Office. 

Kingsley Read prior to the hearing 
was none other than a certain Mr. 

Roy Martin — a person of mixed 
race and a former agent to Kingsley 
Read’s -election opponent, Mrs. 

Barbara Castle; whilst the chairman 
of the hearing itself was a Dr. S. S. 

Chatterjee — an Indian. 

On his visit to the Board, Kingsley 
Read was accompanied by — in the 
estimate of The Guardian - about 
1,000 people. The supporters came 
from as far afield as Hastings and 
Bristol, losing a day’s work to make 
the trip. 

At the British Aircraft Corpor¬ 
ation factory in Preston, workers 
had spontaneously circulated leaflets 
in support of Kingsley Read. The 
leaflets were in the form of a letter 
and read: “We, the workers of 
Preston, urge all Lancs folk to fight' 
for him for he fights for you.” 

Though Kingsley Read has been 




TRUE THEN 

TRUE NOW 

“Why should the Charter of 
the Bank of England be renewed, 
or why should bankers exist at 
all? Neither the one nor the other 
contribute to augment the 
property of the country: while 
by dealing in money and assisting 
monopolizers, who are always 
hurtful to every state, they ac¬ 
quire immense fortunes by avail¬ 
ing themselves of a resource 
which properly belongs to the 
state, and which, under a proper 
system of management, would 
not only ease the country of the 
pressure of war taxes, but would 
even enable the Government to 
pay off the national debt.” 

- Jeremy Bentham 


the National Front uses your pub 
for meetings — this has an elec¬ 
trifying effect! 


Barbers! 

YOU CAN’T refuse to serve coloured 
immigrants, but you could explain 
that you’re not used to cutting Afro 
hair, and then wait to see if they 
come back again after the first 
experiment. 


loans (owing directly or indirectly 
to the banking system) upon which 
the financing of council house 
building and other activities is based. 

The Local Government Financial 
Statistics , England and Wales 1972- 
3, reveal that at the end of March 
1973 local authorities in England 
and Wales were in debt to the tune 
of £17,000 million. That is a debt 
of over £320 for every man, woman 
and child in the country — and 
every penny has to be paid back plus 
interest! All of which YOU have to 
pay! 


CHILE SAUCE 


THE ESTABLISHMENT politicians 
have now come up with a new ex¬ 
cuse as to why Britain should be 
flooded with foreigners and Britons 
should take second place in their 
own country. Faced with an influx 
of 5000 ‘refugees’ from the South 
American republic of Chile, the 
authorities could not bring out of 
cold storage all the old familiar wails 
such as “But they’ve got British 
passports” or “We exploited them 
for so long”, complete with heart¬ 
rending string accompaniment from 
bleeding-heart liberals and trendy- 
lefty multi-racialists. 

Undaunted however, by this 
slight variation from the norm, the 
Establishment invented a completely 
new set of‘reasons’ why the Chileans 
should come in and be given pre¬ 
ferential treatment — they were 
“political refugees, fleeing from a 
totalitarian regime”. Needless to 
say, this only applies to refugees 
fleeing from totalitarian “right- 
wing” countries. Those persons es¬ 
caping from totalitarian Communist 
countries, such as the thousands of 
Chinese who annually swim across 
to the British territory of Hong 
Kong, must be sent back to face 
punishment. 

Most of the 5000 Chileans have 


already arrived in this country and 
are already beginning to establish 
themselves in our big cities. The 
Greater London Council has allo¬ 
cated 70 homes for Chilean and 
Cypriot refugees, despite the fact 
that the capital has one of the most 
chronic housing shortages in the 
country. Five houses on the GLC’s 
Thamesmead new town, which has a 
waiting list of 10,000, were assigned 
to Chileans. This prompted Green¬ 
wich branch of the National Front 
to embark on a leaflet campaign in 
the area, which resulted in many 
new members. A dozen branch 
activists also interrupted the full 
meeting of the GLC, demanding to 
know why the people of London 
had not been consulted. The council 
chamber was promptly evacuated 
and the negro Chairman, “Lord” 
David Pitt, was so startled that he 
almost woke up. 

In Yorkshire a 34-year old 
woman, Mrs. Norah Bell, and her 
10-year old son are facing eviction 
from their home in Thornsett Road, 
Sheffield, since the owners want to 
give the flat to a Chilean refugee 
family. The general secretary of 
the British Council for Aid to 
Refugees, which owns the flat, com¬ 
mented, “These flats were empty so 


DECENT HOMES 

We believe that if local authorities 
are to build decent homes for our 
people, they must be freed from the 
slavery of debt. Loans for the 
financing of council houses should 
be provided interest free by a 
municipal bank. That way we only 
pay for what we need — and not to 
maintain the bankers in the manner 
to which they have become ac¬ 
customed. 


we decided to break our rules and 
let English families in. The position 
has now changed. There are many 
refugee families coming into this 
country.” Mrs. Bell’s solicitor has 
told her that because the refugee 
council is a charity, tenants have 
no security of tenure. 

A special nationwide campaign 
has also been organised by the 
Tottenham-based World University 
Service to sponsor Chilean students 
who would like to come to Britain 
to complete their studies. Various 
universities have contributed over 
£5000 to the campaign, and such 
‘philanthropic’ organisations as the 
Ford Foundation have given £7000. 
Christian Aid has contributed a 
massive £10,000. 

In North London, talks have 
started between the far-Left Camden 
Council and the International 
Socialist-dominated trade union 
NALGO, to work out arrangements 
whereby council staff vacancies can 
be filled from Chile. Camden’s 
NALGO spokesman, Mrs. Jo. Sulli¬ 
van commented, “This is a humani¬ 
tarian issue.” Doubtless the 
thousands of British people in dole 
queues would share this altruistic 
sentiment. 
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DANGER: BRAINWASHERS 
AT 


by DAVE McCALDEN 


ALTHOUGH OUR universities and colleges have long ago been 
taken over by liberals. Leftists and cosmopolitans of one variety 
or .another (indeed institutes like the LSE and Sydney Webb 
College were founded and financed by wealthy liberals), up 
until now our schools have remained relatively untainted by 
their pernicious influence. 

However, in the past few years, strenuous efforts have been 
made, not only by the far Left organisations, but also by 
liberals in the Establishment, to take over the teaching 
profession and deliberately run down educational standards in 
order to make our children more receptive to and less 
questioning of multi-racialist, internationalist brain-washing. 

Principal in this infiltration oper- the NUT has been the domain of 


ation is a Trotskyite organisation 
known as Rank and File, which is 
nothing less than a front for the 
International Socialist organisation. 
Their imaginatively-titled news¬ 
paper, Rank and File is printed by 
the IS printing company, SW Litho. 
One of their principal organisers is 
Mrs. Chanie (pronounced “Hani”) 
Rosenberg, a schoolteacher, and 
secretary of Hackney Teachers’ 
Association. Mrs. Rosenberg also 
writes for the IS paper, Socialist 
Worker under the pen-name “C. 
Dallas”. 

Rank and File, like their parent 
organisation, are viciously opposed 
to democracy and the National 
Front. They recently promoted a 
campaign to demand the sacking of 
an NF teacher from Tulse Hill 
School in South London, and 
orchestrated a demonstration out¬ 
side the school with the avowed 
intent of friehtenine the teacher 


their arch-rivals the Communist 
Party, with a Communist President, 
Max Morris, and general secretary, 
Sam Fisher. In February 1973, R&F 
members ran riot at an NUT rally at 
Central Hall, Westminster, bringing 
the proceedings to a halt by oc¬ 
cupying the platform and assaulting 
union officials. Internal charges 
were brought against three of the 
ringleaders from Wandsworth, in¬ 
cluding David Whitely, the present 
editor of Rank and File. However, 
after nearly two years’ protracted 
discussions, the NUT has now mys¬ 
teriously dropped all charges. This 
may or may not have something to 
do with the fact that three leading 
Rank and Filers have recently been 
elected to the NUT National Exec¬ 
utive. These are the ubiquitous Mr. 
North of Sellincourt School, Wands¬ 
worth, Beth Stone of Godwin 
School, Forest Gate and Betty 

nf Rpll Sifrppt ^nhnnl Wio- 


ALL PALS TOGETHER 

NUT chiefs welcome the newly elected Trotskyites onto the National Executive. Rear left: Betty Coates, Rank & 
File supporter. Centre: Beth Stone, Rank & File South of England organiser. Centre right: Dick North, Rank & 
File National Activities chairman. Right (shaking hands): Jim Caulfield, NUT President 1974-5. 


ately seat Black and White children 
together, in the hope of promoting 
integration, as well as attempting to 
indoctrinate them with the familiar 
racial-equality myth. 

There are many variegated or¬ 
ganisations producing propaganda 
for use in classroom brain-washing, 
many with official backing. One 
such is the National Foundation of 
Educational Research in England 
and Wales, whose bulletins are posted 
in staffrooms all around the 
country. In their September 1974 

_ _• i rj_ a:_ 


lum. Tulse Hill was the HQ for a 
campaign to free the three West 
Indian youths, one a pupil, arrested 
after a riot at a local funfair. Local 
shopkeepers refuse to allow more 
than two boys in at a time, other¬ 
wise pilfering is impossible to con- 


RANK AND VILE 

For some peculiar reason, all the 
leading Rank & File members 


name. Although they do not have 
the backing of any particular Left- 
wing group, they are Marxist, and 
advocate the use of texts by such 
Black authors as W. E. B. du Bois, 
the first prominent negro member 
of the American Communist Party, 
George Jackson, the criminal who 
died in an abortive jail-break shoot¬ 
out, and Stokely Carmichael a self- 
styled Black Panther, petty crook 
and rapist. Amongst the TAR 
teachers at Tulse Hill is a West 
Indian, Sam Morris, who authored a 

















made, not only by the far Left organisations, but also by 
liberals in the Establishment, to take over the teaching 
profession and deliberately run down educational standards in 
order to make our children more receptive to and less 
questioning of multi-racialist, internationalist brain-washing. 


Principal in this infiltration oper¬ 
ation is a Trotskyite organisation 
known as Rank and File, which is 
nothing less than a front for the 
International Socialist organisation. 
Their imaginatively-titled news¬ 
paper, Rank and File is printed by 
the IS printing company, SW Litho. 
One of their principal organisers is 
Mrs. Chanie (pronounced “Hani”) 
Rosenberg, a schoolteacher, and 
secretary of Hackney Teachers’ 
Association. Mrs. Rosenberg also 
writes for the IS paper, Socialist 
Worker under the pen-name “C. 
Dallas”. 

Rank and File, like their parent 
organisation, are viciously opposed 
to democracy and the National 
Front. They recently promoted a 
campaign to demand the sacking of 
an NF teacher from Tulse Hill 
School in South London, and 
orchestrated a demonstration out¬ 
side the school with the avowed 
intent of frightening the teacher 
away. Although the demonstration 
appeared to the assembled press-men 
to be organised by a particularly 
loud-mouthed West Indian, it was 
quite obvious to the observant by¬ 
stander that the three West Indian 
parents who turned up were no 
more than window-dressing for an 


the NUT has been the domain of 
their arch-rivals the Communist 
Party, with a Communist President, 
Max Morris, and general secretary, 
Sam Fisher. In February 1973, R&F 
members ran riot at an NUT rally at 
Central Hall, Westminster, bringing 
the proceedings to a halt by oc¬ 
cupying the platform and assaulting 
union officials. Internal charges 
were brought against three of the 
ringleaders from Wandsworth, in¬ 
cluding David Whitely, the present 
editor of Rank and File. However, 
after nearly two years’ protracted 
discussions, the NUT has now mys¬ 
teriously dropped all charges. This 
may or may not have something to 
do with the fact that three leading 
Rank and Filers have recently been 
elected to the NUT National Exec¬ 
utive. These are the ubiquitous Mr. 
North of Sellincourt School, Wands¬ 
worth, Beth Stone of Godwin 
School, Forest Gate and Betty 
Coates of Bell Street School, Wig- 
ston. Amongst the “democratic” 
principles of this clique are the 
abolition of union members’ postal 
votes, so that union meetings can 
be packed with militants and pass 
unrepresentative motions, uncon¬ 
ditional support for all “victimised” 
teachers (except National Front 


WHAT’S IN A NAME? 

If not a family movement the International Socialists are run 
rather like a family business even if this is hidden from members by 
some judicious name changing. 

The founder of the I.S. is known as "Tony Cliff" except in the 
London telephone directory where he appears under his real name of 
Ygael Gluckstein (the name his children use). Gluckstein was born 
in Haifa and is still an Israeli citizen. He is notorious even within the 
I.S. for his close collaboration with Zionist interests. 

Gluckstein's wife who used to be on the I.S. Executive is known 
as "Mrs. Chanie Rosenberg". Rosenberg was her maiden name so she 
does have some claim to it. Her real forenames, however, are Anetta 
Pauline. 

The head of the I.S. publishing firm, Pluto Press, is "Michael 
Kidron" — or should it be Michael Rosenberg as he is none other 
than Anetta's brother? "Kidron" lives in Hampstead and is an 
Oxford graduate with a wealthy South African background that has 
enabled him — together with his family contacts — to buy his way 



ALL PALS TOGETHER 

NUT chiefs welcome the newly elected Trotskyites onto the National Executive. Rear left: Betty Coates, Rank & 
File supporter. Centre: Beth Stone, Rank & File South of England organiser. Centre right: Dick North, Rank & 
File National Activities chairman. Right (shaking hands): Jim Caulfield, NUT President 1974-5. 


ately seat Black and White children 
together, in the hope of promoting 
integration, as well as attempting to 
indoctrinate them with the familiar 
racial-equality myth. 

There are many variegated or¬ 
ganisations producing propaganda 
for use in classroom brain-washing, 
many with official backing. One 
such is the National Foundation of 
Educational Research in England 
and Wales, whose bulletins are posted 
in staffrooms all around the 
country. In their September 1974 
edition, a Multi-Racial Education 
Special, they admitted their express 
purpose of warping young, im¬ 
pressionable minds: “It is manifest 
that to educate children for life in a 
multiracial society will involve both 
changing children and thereby 
ultimately changing society.” 

Needless to say, the government- 
financed Community Relations 
Commission also publicises materials 
for use in multi-racial schools. Their 
bibliography for schools includes 
such delights as “Mogo’s Flute” and 
“Taresh the Tea Planter”. Un¬ 
doubtedly these kind of materials 
will be very meaningful to British 
schoolkids. 

In fact, the entire pitch of multi¬ 
racial school books is not towards 
“making immigrants feel at home” 
or to “counteract culture-shock”, 
but to deliberately and insidiously 
make White kids feel ashamed of 
their nation, history and race, and 
to bolster up immigrant children’s 
“Black Pride”. It is not therefore 
surprising that the chief areas of 
Black violence in schools are those 
where “Black Studies” are taught as 
a bona-fide lesson. Two schools in 


lum. Tulse Hill was the HQ for a 
campaign to free the three West 
Indian youths, one a pupil, arrested 
after a riot at a local funfair. Local 
shopkeepers refuse to allow more 
than two boys in at a time, other¬ 
wise pilfering is impossible to con- 


RANK AND VILE 

For some peculiar reason, all the 
leading Rank & File members 
live in the same part of London 
— Stoke Newington. Possibly 
this gives them a greater feeling 
of solidarity, which they would 
lack if they had to go out and 
mix with real people. The leading 
members in this area are: 

Tony Clarke, 46 Manor Rd., N16 
"Chanie Rosenberg", 58 Allerton 
Road, N16 

Dorothy McColgan, 163 Green 
Lanes, N16 

Leni Solinger, 46 Manor Rd., N16 
Nigel Wright, 28 Manor Rd., N16 


trol. The school has until recently 
been without a headmaster, since 
the previous principal and vice¬ 
principal resigned over six months 
ago, unable to control violence or 
“communicate” to the Blacks. At 
William Penn it is the same story, 
where some time ago their care¬ 
taker, an official of the London 
School Caretakers Association, re¬ 
vealed to the press that the school, 
built as a model comprehensive, was 
in fact chaotic bordering on the 
anarchic, with widespread vandalism 
and ill-discipline. Indeed, two years 


name. Although they do not have 
the backing of any particular Left- 
wing group, they are Marxist, and 
advocate the use of texts by such 
Black authors as W. E. B. du Bois, 
the first prominent negro member 
of the American Communist Party, 
George Jackson, the criminal who 
died in an abortive jail-break shoot¬ 
out, and Stokely Carmichael a self- 
styled Black Panther, petty crook 
and rapist. Amongst the TAR 
teachers at Tulse Hill is a West 
Indian, Sam Morris, who authored a 
booklet on Black Studies printed 
by SW Litho, the IS printing outfit. 
Down the road at William Penn, 
until recently the head of the Social 
Studies Department was a TAR 
teacher, Morris Pollack. Pollack is 
also a part-time liaison officer for 
Lewisham Council for Community 
Relations, whose chairman is a 
prominent Communist Party mem¬ 
ber — a West Indian by the name of 
Asquith Gibbes. 

By one means or another, Com¬ 
munists have gained a foothold in 
our schools. They have already em¬ 
barked on a campaign to inculcate 
our children with their own per¬ 
verted race-mixing beliefs. They 
have already embarked on a cam¬ 
paign to degrade and debilitate our 
youngsters through the introduction 
of mixed-ability classes, the deliber¬ 
ate down-grading of discipline and 
preferential treatment for Blacks. 
Judging by the ludicrous Tulse Hill 
demonstration, and the subsequent 
action of the Lambeth NUT to call 
for the ostracism of a National Front 
teacher by his colleagues, the next 
step in their plans will be to attempt 
to destroy any viable opposition. 













quite onvious to the observant by- be packed with militants and pass 
stander that the three West Indian unrepresentative motions, uncon- 
parents who turned up were no ditional support for all “victimised” 
more than window-dressing for an teachers (except National Front 


WHAT’S IN A NAME? 

If not a family movement the International Socialists are run 
rather like a family business even if this is hidden from members by 
some judicious name changing. 

The founder of the I.S. is known as "Tony Cliff" except in the 
London telephone directory where he appears under his real name of 
Ygael Gluckstein (the name his children use). Gluckstein was born 
in Haifa and is still an Israeli citizen. He is notorious even within the 
I.S. for his close collaboration with Zionist interests. 

Gluckstein's wife who used to be on the I.S. Executive is known 
as "Mrs. Chanie Rosenberg". Rosenberg was her maiden name so she 
does have some claim to it. Her real forenames, however, are Anetta 
Pauline. 

The head of the I.S. publishing firm, Pluto Press, is "Michael 
Kidron" — or should it be Michael Rosenberg as he is none other 
than Anetta's brother? "Kidron" lives in Hampstead and is an 
Oxford graduate with a wealthy South African background that has 
enabled him — together with his family contacts — to buy his way 
into the organisation. Some Socialists! Some revolutionaries! 


insidious variety of ultra Left 
wingers present, including the chair¬ 
man of the R&F organising Com¬ 
mittee, Dick North. 

Rank and Filers have also been 
prominent at various mass-assaults 
on National Front meetings and 
individuals. During the October 
election campaign, the Hackney 
Teachers Association (q.v.) mobilised 
as a body to storm an NF election 
meeting in a local school. And 
about six months ago, I was myself 
beaten and kicked down three flights 
of stairs by a dozen of these louts, 
when I was recognised at a public 
meeting at the L.S.E. 

Needless to say, Rank and File 
also fulfils the role of an IS “frac¬ 
tion”, that is to say, a militant 
group which deliberately tries to 
take over a trade union. In the case 
of teachers, R&F has made a con¬ 
certed effort to seize control of the 
National Union of Teachers (the 
other unions like the NAS being 
smaller and less receptive to Left- 
wing takeover). In the last few years 


members) and joint action with 
other militants in support of “work¬ 
ing class” (translation: Communist) 
demands. Although the R&F mani¬ 
festo makes passing reference to 
teaching policies such as the 
abolition of corporal punishment 
and examinations, their magazine 
does not even mention classroom 
techniques or educational policy. In 
fact, the paper is so taken up with 
the slogans and dogma of Marxist 
dialectics that one could be for¬ 
given for mistaking it for a Chinese 
propaganda bulletin, rather than the 
journal of a professional associ¬ 
ation. 

But although Rank and File are 
primarily a political and not an 
educational subversive movement, 
there can be little doubt that their 
members in schools (when they are 
in school and not out on strike) 
deliberately promote multi-racialist 
international Marxism both in their 
“lessons” and in their administration 
of the classroom. It is common prac¬ 
tice for Left-wing teachers to deliber- 


inultiracial society will involve both 
changing children and thereby 
ultimately changing society.” 

Needless to say, the government- 
financed Community Relations 
Commission also publicises materials 
for use in multi-racial schools. Their 
bibliography for schools includes 
such delights as “Mogo’s Flute” and 
“Taresh the Tea Planter”. Un¬ 
doubtedly these kind of materials 
will be very meaningful to British 
schoolkids. 

In fact, the entire pitch of multi¬ 
racial school books is not towards 
“making immigrants feel at home” 
or to “counteract culture-shock”, 
but to deliberately and insidiously 
make White kids feel ashamed of 
their nation, history and race, and 
to bolster up immigrant children’s 
“Black Pride”. It is not therefore 
surprising that the chief areas of 
Black violence in schools are those 
where “Black Studies” are taught as 
a bona-fide lesson. Two schools in 
South London, Tulse Hill and 
William Penn are notorious for the 
amount of vandalism, truancy and 
ill-discipline that takes place, yet by 
coincidence these schools were the 
first in the country to introduce 
Black Studies as part of the curricu- 


mix with real people. The leading 
members in this area are: 

Tony Clarke, 46 Manor Rd., N16 
"Chanie Rosenberg", 58 Allerton 
Road, N16 

Dorothy McColgan, 163 Green 
Lanes, N16 

Leni Solinger, 46 Manor Rd., N16 
Nigel Wright, 28 Manor Rd., N16 


trol. The school has until recently 
been without a headmaster, since 
the previous principal and vice¬ 
principal resigned over six months 
ago, unable to control violence or 
“communicate” to the Blacks. At 
William Penn it is the same story, 
where some time ago their care¬ 
taker, an official of the London 
School Caretakers Association, re¬ 
vealed to the press that the school, 
built as a model comprehensive, was 
in fact chaotic bordering on the 
anarchic, with widespread vandalism 
and ill-discipline. Indeed, two years 
ago a female teacher at the school, 
fresh out of teachers’ training, was 
raped in a classroom. 

The principle promoter of Black 
Studies is an organisation known as 
Teachers. Against Racism, which 
publishes a magazine of the same 


teacher, Morris Pollack. Pollack is 
also a part-time liaison officer for 
Lewisham Council for Community 
Relations, whose chairman is a 
prominent Communist Party mem¬ 
ber — a West Indian by the name of 
Asquith Gibbes. 

By one means or another, Com¬ 
munists have gained a foothold in 
our schools. They have already em¬ 
barked on a campaign to inculcate 
our children with their own per¬ 
verted race-mixing beliefs. They 
have already embarked on a cam¬ 
paign to degrade and debilitate our 
youngsters through the introduction 
of mixed-ability classes, the deliber¬ 
ate down-grading of discipline and 
preferential treatment for Blacks. 
Judging by the ludicrous Tulse Hill 
demonstration, and the subsequent 
action of the Lambeth NUT to call 
for the ostracism of a National Front 
teacher by his colleagues, the next 
step in their plans will be to attempt 
to destroy any viable opposition. 

They know, as we do, that the 
only real and genuine threat to 
Marxism and Multi-Racialism comes 
from the National Front. That is 
why they seek to destroy us; and 
that is precisely why we will never 
give in. 


THE 

WORKING- 
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FOR 


Dear Editor, 

The new two colour layout is 
most attractive — it draws attention. 
Keep up this good work. 

Cliff Winton 

Dear Editor, 

Congratulations on the splendid 
improvement. 

S. A. Butt 

Dear Editor, 

I enclose a donation of £1 to the 
Britain First Fighting Fund which is 
all I can spare for the moment from 
my student grant. Britain needs the 
voice of nationalism as expressed in 
Britain First and I hope that before 
long you will be able to produce it 
more frequently and increase its 
circulation. 

Anita Hamilton 
Imperial College 


BOOK REVIEW 


AGAINST 


Dear Editor, 

When I first saw Britain First on 
sale at the A.G.M., I rather wondered 
what it was. When I brought it home 
my wife thought it was Socialist 
Worker, at first sight. I don’t know 
whether the similarity was inten¬ 
tional, but in Cambridge at least, it 
is important that it looks as different 
from SW as possible. 

Many of the people who buy 
Britain First from us, do so as a 
reaction against the Left. You will 
see that our task is made a lot 
harder when Britain First looks like 
one of the red rags. 

Richard Franklin 


Most people seem to like the new 
colour format - a splash of red is 
common to almost all major national 
newspapers (The Sun, The Daily and 
Sunday Mirror, The Daily Express, 
The People as well as the London 
Evening News and London Evening 
Standard,/, and has undoubtedly 
been found to have a definite 
psychological attraction. 

If however , most people tell us 
they don't like it then we will 
revert to the former style. Please 
let us know! 

- EDITOR 


Dear Editor, 

Objections to certain clauses in 
the legislation against the I.R.A. 
which came from back-bench 
Labour M.P.s were, as expected, 
from extreme left-wingers who all 
at some time or another have gone 
on record as supporting the Irish 
Republican cause. 

Among those named, the member 
for Brightside (Sheffield) and 
Blackley (Manchester) were absent. 

The former only recently joined 
a protest march of I.R.A. supporters 
which called for the withdrawal of 
troops from Ulster. Whilst the latter 
during the recent General Election, 
at Manchester Town Hall surrounded 
himself with I.R.A. supporters 
shouting appropriate slogans of 
“Down with Britain” and “Up the 
I.R.A.” This same M.P. comes in for 
fulsome praise from Bernadette 
McAlliskey (nee Devlin) who, in her 
autobiography, says she owes a great 
deal to Paul Rose for all the help 
and support he has given her and 
the “cause”. 

The ‘best’ which can be said of 
the left-wingers who went on record 
to register their objections against 
the legislation is that they were at 
least honest, unlike the others who 
run like the traitorous rats they are 
whenever there is a possibility of 
their double-dealing coming to the 
attention of the electorate. 

Mary Dyer 



NONE DARE CALL IT CONSPIRACY by Gary 
Allen clearly exposes and documents the link 
between International Communism and 
International Finance 

It is available from NATIONALIST BOOKS, 

50 Pawsons Road, Croydon, Surrey. 


WALL STREET AND THE 
BOLSHEVIK ‘REVOLUTION’ 


THE CATEGORIES “Left” and lar fellow in the New York financial Guaranty Trust Company, whose arranged a $100 million loan to tive. That policy is monopoly the 
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all I can spare for the moment from 
my student grant. Britain needs the 
voice of nationalism as expressed in 
Britain First and I hope that before 
long you will be able to produce it 
more frequently and increase its 
circulation. 

Anita Hamilton 
Imperial College 


i mu i cupit* as wcu as me konaon 
Evening News and London Evening 
Standard/ and has undoubtedly 
been found to have a definite 
psychological attraction. 

If however , most people tell us 
they don't like it then we will 
revert to the former style. Please 
let us know! 

- EDITOR 


i no nest wmen can oe said oi 
the left-wingers who went on record 
to register their objections against 
the legislation is that they were at 
least honest, unlike the others who 
run like the traitorous rats they are 
whenever there is a possibility of 
their double-dealing coming to the 
attention of the electorate. 

Mary Dyer 


NONE DARE CALL IT CONSPIRACY by Gary 
Allen clearly exposes and documents the link 
between International Communism and 
International Finance 

It is available from NATIONALIST BOOKS, 

50 Pawsons Road, Croydon, Surrey. 


BOOK REVIEW 


WALL STREET AND THE 
BOLSHEVIK ‘REVOLUTION’ 


THE CATEGORIES “Left” and 
“Right” have been so habitually in¬ 
voked in discourse about political 
alternatives that they have come 
almost to be regarded as an aspect 
of immutable reality. However, it 
has long been observed (though not 
widely publicized) that the policy 
of the “Left” is identical to that of 
the “Right”: each proposes the 
centralization of power as an objec¬ 
tive, the only difference between the 
two being the administrative person¬ 
nel wielding that power. In his 
recently published book Wall Street 
and the Bolshevik Revolution, 
Antony C. Sutton demonstrates his¬ 
torical links between finance 
capitalism and revolutionary social¬ 
ism which indicate that the relation¬ 
ship between the “Left” and the 
“Right” is more than merely co¬ 
incidental. 

C. S. Lewis has made the very 
important observation that the devil 
always sends evils into the world in 
pairs of apparently-contradictory 
opposites and requires us to “choose 
the lesser ill”. Whether one accepts 
the metaphor or not, the point is 
clear: an effective technique of con¬ 
fusion is the fostering of specious 
antagonisms, and the encouraging of 
concerned and credulous bystanders 
to “take sides” in what may be a 
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lar fellow in the New York financial 
district”, one expects that it will 
meet with derision from the intel¬ 
ligentsia. 

Antony C. Sutton’s latest work, 
Wall Street and the Bolshevik Revo¬ 
lution , makes precisely this alle¬ 
gation — makes it graphically in 
fact, in the form of a cartoon by 
Robert Minor depicting “Karl Marx 
surrounded by an appreciative 
audience of Wall Street financiers”, 
reproduced from the St. Louis Post- 
Dispatch (1911). Sutton, however, 
offers not only evidence culled from 
U.S. State Department files and 
other reliable documents but also 
other impressive academic creden¬ 
tials in support of his claim to be 
taken seriously. Formerly research 
fellow at the Hoover Institution on 
War, Revolution and Peace at Stan¬ 
ford University, he is the author of 
the three-volume study Western 
Technology and Soviet Economic 
Development (1917-1965), a scru¬ 
pulously-documented account of the 
dominant role played by western 
finance and technology in the con¬ 
struction of the Soviet industrial 
complex after the 1917 Revolution. 
His research effectively gives the lie 
to the facile formula that, whatever 
else socialism may or may not have 
done for Russia, it certainly got the 


Guaranty Trust Company, whose 
financial allegiances seem to have 
been as Protean as an April day. 
Discounting minor pecadilloes (such 
as its financial support of Pancho 
Villa’s border raids on the United 
States in 1915-16), Guaranty Trust 
has a fascinating history of political 
duplicity. Thus, between 1914 and 
1917, the company was “directly 
involved in the implementation of 
German espionage and other 
activities in the United States”. At 
the same time, Morgan interests were 
floating loans for Britain, France, 
and Tsarist Russia — ostensibly 
Germany’s enemies in the First 
World War. As Sutton observes, 
“Guaranty Trust was financing both 
sides of the conflict”. 

The story does not end there. 
Sutton has discovered threads link¬ 
ing the Bolshevik Revolution not 
only with German banks (a pre¬ 
dictable association), but with 
Guaranty Trust in New York. Thus, 
for example, it was a Morgan part¬ 
ner, Walter Lamont, who together 
with William Boyce Thompson (a 
director of the U.S. Federal Reserve 
Bank and a financial supporter of 
Lenin and Trotsky), persuaded the 
British cabinet in 1917 to abandon 
its anti-Bolshevik position. Several 
years later, in 1922, when the Soviet 
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arranged a $100 million loan to 
Benito Mussolini. 

This brief outline is necessarily 
sketchy; however, it does indicate 
rather clearly the quality of 
Guaranty Trust’s involvement in 
revolutionary and counter¬ 
revolutionary activities. Again, this 
double-dealing appears not to have 
been limited to Morgan interests. 
Such other financial complexes as 
Rockefeller’s National City Bank 
and Kuhn, Loeb and Company (not 
to mention banks in other countries) 
were similarly “active”. 


COINCIDENCE OR 
CONSPIRACY? 

The question remains why 
capitalist financiers should aid and 
abet revolutionary movements os¬ 
tensibly dedicated to the overthrow 
of “big business”. Sutton suggests a 
couple of at least contributory fac¬ 
tors: financiers, in their search for 
markets (“preferably captive inter¬ 
national markets”) are quite willing 
to be ethically indifferent. There¬ 
fore, perhaps, playing both ends 
against the middle creates no moral 
hardships for them. Impetus is pro¬ 
vided by the “profit motive”; in the 
name of financial advantage, “capi- 


tive. That policy is monopoly, the 
capture of centralized power. 
Whether that monopoly is adminis¬ 
tered by a revolutionary committee 
or a clutch of trust magnates, its 
political effect is the same. 

Thus, Sutton’s facts, though in¬ 
teresting, are not nearly as in¬ 
teresting as what can be inferred 
from them. The fact of “a con¬ 
tinuing, albeit concealed, alliance 
between international political 
capitalists and international revo¬ 
lutionary socialists” compels the 
inference that the conventional 
political spectrum, based upon con¬ 
trol of administration, is irrelevant. 
The capitalist-socialist Right-Left 
“antithesis” is not an antithesis at 
all; it is — as Sutton demonstrates — 
a conspiracy. Political thinking 
which regards these “pairs” as anti¬ 
thetical is merely deceived by a false 
dichotomy, and any conclusions 
which it draws on the basis of that 
false dichotomy must be misleading. 
Unfortunately, virtually all of what 
passes for “political science” these 
days falls into this category. 

The most important point which 
Sutton makes in Wall Street and the 
Bolshevik Revolution is that before 
any constructive thinking about 
politics can be done, “an alternative 
conceptual packaging of political 
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of the “Left” is identical to that of 
the “Right”: each proposes the 
centralization of power as an objec¬ 
tive, the only difference between the 
two being the administrative person¬ 
nel wielding that power. In his 
recently published book Wall Street 
and the Bolshevik Revolution, 
Antony C. Sutton demonstrates his¬ 
torical links between finance 
capitalism and revolutionary social¬ 
ism which indicate that the relation¬ 
ship between the “Left” and the 
“Right” is more than merely co¬ 
incidental. 

C. S. Lewis has made the very 
important observation that the devil 
always sends evils into the world in 
pairs of apparently-contradictory 
opposites and requires us to “choose 
the lesser ill”. Whether one accepts 
the metaphor or not, the point is 
clear: an effective technique of con¬ 
fusion is the fostering of specious 
antagonisms, and the encouraging of 
concerned and credulous bystanders 
to “take sides” in what may be a 
purely illusory conflict. 


FALSE DICHOTOMIES 

Thus, one of the most pernicious 
(if not diabolical) pitfalls into which 
“politically aware” persons are wont 
to precipitate is argument in terms 
of false dichotomies. Perhaps the 
most common and ingrained of these 
is the supposed antithesis between 
international socialism and mono¬ 
poly capitalism — an antithesis re¬ 
tailed not only by popular pro¬ 
paganda media but by “academics” 
as well. In spite of Lenin’s own 
assertion that those who “ab¬ 
stractly” contrast “capitalism” and 
“socialism” are letting their 
“thoughts wander ‘away from’ the 
true road of ‘evolution’ ”, attempts 
to substantiate links between finance 
capitalism and revolutionary social¬ 
ism have generally been dismissed 
as the vaticinations of paranoid 
cranks. Thus, when a book appears 
alleging on its first page that “Karl 
Marx must have been a fairly popu- 
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fact, in the form of a cartoon by 
Robert Minor depicting “Karl Marx 
surrounded by an appreciative 
audience of Wall Street financiers”, 
reproduced from the St. Louis Post- 
Dispatch (1911). Sutton, however, 
offers not only evidence culled from 
U.S. State Department files and 
other reliable documents but also 
other impressive academic creden¬ 
tials in support of his claim to be 
taken seriously. Formerly research 
fellow at the Hoover Institution on 
War, Revolution and Peace at Stan¬ 
ford University, he is the author of 
the three-volume study Western 
Technology and Soviet Economic 
Development (1917-1965), a scru¬ 
pulously-documented account of the 
dominant role played by western 
finance and technology in the con¬ 
struction of the Soviet industrial 
complex after the 1917 Revolution. 
His research effectively gives the lie 
to the facile formula that, whatever 
else socialism may or may not have 
done for Russia, it certainly got the 
country back on its feet economi¬ 
cally. “Socialism”, of course, did no 
such thing: technical and financial 
aid from American, German, and 
British capitalists did. 

In his new book, which “postu¬ 
lates a partnership between inter¬ 
national monopoly capitalism and 
international revolutionary socialism 
for their mutual benefit”, Sutton 
demonstrates that such Wall Street 
luminaries as J. P. Morgan (General 
Electric, National Bank of Com¬ 
merce, Chase National Bank, New 
York Life Insurance, Bankers Trust 
Company, Guaranty Trust Com¬ 
pany) and John D. Rockefeller 
(Standard Oil, National City Bank. 
United States Trust Company, Han¬ 
over National Bank, Equitable Life, 
Mutual of New York) were instru¬ 
mental in financing the Bolshevik 
Revolution itself. 


FINANCIAL DUPLICITY 

Take, for example, the activities 
of but one Morgan firm, the 


duplicity. Thus, between 1914 and 
1917, the company was “directly 
involved in the implementation of 
German espionage and other 
activities in the United States”. At 
the same time, Morgan interests were 
floating loans for Britain, France, 
and Tsarist Russia ostensibly 
Germany’s enemies in the First 
World War. As Sutton observes, 
“Guaranty Trust was financing both 
sides of the conflict”. 

The story does not end there. 
Sutton has discovered threads link¬ 
ing the Bolshevik Revolution not 
only with German banks (a pre¬ 
dictable association), but with 
Guaranty Trust in New York. Thus, 
for example, it was a Morgan part¬ 
ner, Walter Lamont, who together 
with William Boyce Thompson (a 
director of the U.S. Federal Reserve 
Bank and a financial supporter of 
Lenin and Trotsky), persuaded the 
British cabinet in 1917 to abandon 
its anti-Bolshevik position. Several 
years later, in 1922, when the Soviet 
Union formed its first international 
bank, Ruskombank, Max May, vice- 
president of Guaranty Trust, became 
director of the Foreign Division of 
the new Soviet financial establish¬ 
ment. 

During this same period, how¬ 
ever, Germany was also involved in 
financing anti-Bolshevik activities. 
Thus, the company was a founder of 
United Americans, “a virulently 
anti-Soviet organization which 
noisily threatened Red invasion (of 
the U.S.) by 1922”. As Sutton 
points out, Guaranty Trust was 
both “spreading propaganda de¬ 
signed to create fear and panic” and 
“encouraging the conditions which 
gave rise to the fear and panic”. 
Moreover, at the same time that it 
was aiding both the Soviet Bureau 
and United Americans, the Morgan 
firm was also financing one of the 
Bolsheviks’ primary opponents, Ad¬ 
miral Aleksander Kolchak, in 
Siberia. And — perhaps to prove 
how even-handed it could be in 
supplying credit to totalitarian 
regimes — Guaranty Trust in 1926 
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double-dealing appears not to have 
been limited to Morgan interests. 
Such other financial complexes as 
Rockefeller’s National City Bank 
and Kuhn, Loeb and Company (not 
to mention banks in other countries) 
were similarly “active”. 


COINCIDENCE OR 
CONSPIRACY? 

The question remains why 
capitalist financiers should aid and 
abet revolutionary movements os¬ 
tensibly dedicated to the overthrow 
of “big business”. Sutton suggests a 
couple of at least contributory fac¬ 
tors: financiers, in their search for 
markets (“preferably captive inter¬ 
national markets”) are quite willing 
to be ethically indifferent. There¬ 
fore, perhaps, playing both ends 
against the middle creates no moral 
hardships for them. Impetus is pro¬ 
vided by the “profit motive”; in the 
name of financial advantage, “capi¬ 
talists” are quite happy to exploit 
political philosophies apparently 
antithetical to their own. 

However, is this an adequate 
explanation? Sutton implies, at 
least, that it is not. He makes the 
point that, far from being political 
“opposites”, finance capitalism and 
revolutionary socialism share a 
fundamental political objective — 
the centralization of power. Thus, in 
the epigraph to one of his chapters, 
Sutton quotes Otto Kahn of Kuhn, 
Loeb and Company as having told 
the League for Industrial Demo¬ 
cracy in New York in 1924: 

“What you radicals and we who 
hold opposing views differ about, is 
not so much the end as the means, 
not so much what should be brought 
about as how it should, and can be 
brought about ...” 

The point is, as Sutton accurately 
observes, “that both the extreme 
right and the extreme left of the 
conventional political spectrum are 
absolutely collectivist”. Financiers 
and revolutionaries have a common 
policy, a common political objec- 
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teresting as what can be inferred 
from them. The fact of “a con¬ 
tinuing, albeit concealed, alliance 
between international political 
capitalists and international revo¬ 
lutionary socialists” compels the 
inference that the conventional 
political spectrum, based upon con¬ 
trol of administration, is irrelevant. 
The capitalist-socialist Right-Left 
“antithesis” is not an antithesis at 
all; it is — as Sutton demonstrates — 
a conspiracy. Political thinking 
which regards these “pairs” as anti¬ 
thetical is merely deceived by a false 
dichotomy, and any conclusions 
which it draws on the basis of that 
false dichotomy must be misleading. 
Unfortunately, virtually all of what 
passes for “political science” these 
days falls into this category. 

The most important point which 
Sutton makes in Wall Street and the 
Bolshevik Revolution is that before 
any constructive thinking about 
politics can be done, “an alternative 
conceptual packaging of political 
ideas and politico-economic sys¬ 
tems” is required. He suggests a 
political spectrum based upon “the 
degree of individual freedom versus 
the degree of centralized political 
control”. The advantage of such an 
ordering is that it is based upon a 
distinction of policy, and not like 
the conventional one, on a dis¬ 
tinction of technique in achieving 
the same policy. Thus, under the 
ordering which Sutton proposes, 
“the corporate welfare state and 
socialism are at the same end of the 
spectrum” — where they should be. 

One question does, however, re¬ 
main: given that the technique of 
finance capitalism and the technique 
of revolutionary socialism are both 
subservient to the policy of the 
monopoly of power, what is the 
technique of the policy of decen¬ 
tralization of power? The answer to 
this question is the central issue in 
any discussion of “democracy”. 

This article is reprinted from 
Seed, Ousia Publishing Company, 
Box 3184, Sherwood Park, Alberta, 
Canada, T8A 2A 6. 
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SHARES BOOM? 

SOME economic correspondents are 
trying to convince us that the sudden 
upturn in the share index reflects 
renewed confidence in the stock 
market — confidence that may be 
maintained. The real reason is some¬ 
what more specific, however, and 
shows that the upturn is only tran¬ 
sitory. 

In an attempt to pull out of their 
own recession by inflating the 
Governors of the American Federal 
Reserve Board - the real rulers of 
America — have expanded the 
money supply, lowering reserve re¬ 
quirements and cutting interest 
rates. 

* Speculators have, therefore, re¬ 
moved capital from the United 
States and re-invested it in Britain, 
thus causing the stock market rise 
here. 

This upturn is, therefore, only 
marginal and only temporary. As 
the sheer weight of debt and interest 
increasingly cripples industry, the 
upturn will be wiped out. 

Whether it is a question of short¬ 
term speculation or long-term 
collapse, however, the “Socialist” 
Government is quite obviously 
powerless in the face of international 
money. 


TOP TEN NF UNITS FOR 
BRITAIN FIRST SALES 

1st: Leeds Branch 
2nd: Haringey Branch 
3rd =: Blackburn Branch 

Manchester Central Branch 
Newham Branch 
6th =: Harrow Branch 
Leicester Branch 
Lewisham & Southwark 
Branch 

9th: Liverpool Branch 
10th =: numerous units. 
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ON THE 

EGO-FRONT 

AEROSOL SPRAYS the monopolist detergent com¬ 

panies like Levers, still continues to 
Scientists have now discovered promote aerosols as being ‘con- 
that the chemical used in aerosol venient’. Yet an aerosol of Windo- 
sprays may be responsible for the lene costs nearly twice as much as a 
increased incidence of skin cancer, bottle of Windolene. And although 
The chemical, fluorocarbon, is a consumer can use every last ounce 
widely used, not only as an aerosol of fluid from a bottle, it is ex¬ 
propellant, but also in air- tremely difficult to say the same for 
conditioning and refrigeration sys- aerosols. Ever since paint spray cans 
terns, fire-extinguishers and electrical came onto the market a fe w years 
insulation. However, the trouble is ago, there is hardly a housing estate 
that the chemical is virtually inert, in the whole of the country that 
and can remain in the atmosphere has not been grafittied with spray- 
for up to 150 years. The presence painted slogans. Vandals have now 
of fluorocarbon in the atmosphere gone to work on London Transport, 
poses a threat to the layer of ozone, seeking to turn London’s bus and 
high up in the stratosphere, which underground vehicles into the 
acts as a filter, shielding the Earth psychedelic nightmares which tra- 
from harmful ultra-violet rays. If verse New York City’s streets and 
the ozone level is reduced, due to subways. 

the action of the chemical, the in- So how on earth one could 
creased amount of ultra-violet radi- describe as ‘convenient’ a com- 
ation reaching the earth could result modity which destroys the atmos- 
in an increase in the incidence of phere, costs double, defaces the 
human skin cancer. environment, and possibly causes 

Despite all these inherent prob- skin cancer will remain a mystery 
lems with using indestructible to all except the boffins and PR men 
chemicals, Big Business, particularly at Levers, ICI, Wellcomes etc. etc. 

NF candidate 
finds Red under 
Labour bed 

MR. JOHN DUCKENFIELD, NF candidate in the by-election 
for the Burley Ward of Leeds Metropolitan District Council 
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THE NATIONAL FRONT 

A PARTY OF NATIONALISM 

The National Front is a party of British Nationalism, being 
pledged to work for the restoration of full national sovereignty for 
Britain in all affairs. It is a party of British Nationalism as it stands 
strongly for the preservation of Britain’s national identity with 
respect to the composition of her people, her culture and her 
traditional way of life. 

A PARTY OF DEMOCRACY 

The National Front is a party of genuine democracy which 
belongs to its members. 

Its governing body is its National Directorate, all officers of 
which are liable regularly to seek re-election by the full membership 
of the movement. The National Directorate is presided dver by a 
Chairman, who is the chief official of the movement. The Chairman 
is elected by the members of the National Directorate every year, 
and can make no major decisions that do not carry the support of 
these members in the majority. 

The NF seeks to promote in Britain a genuinely democratic 
political system — as distinct from the bogus democracy of the 
present whereby the wishes of the people are ignored in the making 
of major decisions and whereby power lies, not with the people 
themselves, but with the big moneyed interests who are able to 
control the political parties for their own ends. 

THE COMMON MARKET 

The National Front works for the withdrawal of Britain from 
the European Common Market. 

THE BRITISH COMMONWEALTH 

The National Front believes that Britain’s destiny lies with the 
British Commonwealth, and resolves that every effort should be 
made to repair the damage done by recent governments to 
Commonwealth unity. 

It believes, however, that the present multi-racial conception 
of Commonwealth is unrealistic, and that the Commonwealth should 
be reformed into a partnership of White countries with its main 
nucleus being the United Kingdom, Canada, Australia and New 
Zealand. 

THE ECONOMY 

The National Front is neither capitalist nor socialist in the 
sense in which those terms are usually understood. 

Broadly speaking, the NF supports private enterprise as the 
most dynamic and efficient form of industrial operation; but it 
advocates clearly defined limits to the function of private industry 
and commerce, determined by the national and public good. 

Of all sections of the economy, that in which the NF supports 
the firmest public control is finance and banking. It regards the 
uncontrolled flow of money and credit into the economy, exercised 
by private financial interests, as the greatest single cause of inflation. 
It proposes state control of all credit, which will prohibit banks 
from issuing loans in excess of money on deposit, and grant to the 
Bank of England — under firm government supervision sole right 


















the sheer weight of dent and interest 
increasingly cripples industry, the 
upturn will be wiped out. 

Whether it is a question of short¬ 
term speculation or long-term 
collapse, however, the “Socialist” 
Government is quite obviously 
powerless in the face of international 
money. 


TOP TEN NF UNITS FOR 
BRITAIN FIRST SALES 

1st: Leeds Branch 
2nd: Haringey Branch 
3rd =: Blackburn Branch 

Manchester Central Branch 
Newham Branch 
6th =: Harrow Branch 
Leicester Branch 
Lewisham & Southwark 
Branch 

9th: Liverpool Branch 
10th =: numerous units. 


ADVERTISE 

Advertise in Britain First. 
50p per line. Editor reserves the 
right to refuse advertisements. 


3 TON VAN FOR HIRE 

Anything considered. Distance no 
object. Reduced rates to NF Branches, 
Groups and Members. Phone 
01-519 7701. 

All enquirers must state proof of 
identity. 


BOOKS WANTED 

Private collector requires second¬ 
hand political books of all per¬ 
suasions. Offers to: Richard 
Lawson; c/o 50 Pawsons Road, 
Croydon, Surrey, CRO 2QF. 


BUY SPARK! 

The National Front 
broadsheet for students. 

Spark is available at 
£2.50 per 500 + 36p. p&p. 

£5.00 per 1000 + 53p. p&p. 

Get Spark into your school or 
college. 

From: National Front, 50 Pawsons 
Road, Croydon, Surrey. 
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poses a threat to the layer of ozone, 
high up in the stratosphere, which 
acts as a filter, shielding the Earth 
from harmful ultra-violet rays. If 
the ozone level is reduced, due to 
the action of the chemical, the in¬ 
creased amount of ultra-violet radi¬ 
ation reaching the earth could result 
in an increase in the incidence of 
human skin cancer. 

Despite all these inherent prob¬ 
lems with using indestructible 
chemicals, Big Business, particularly 


seeking to turn London’s bus and 
underground vehicles into the 
psychedelic nightmares which tra¬ 
verse New York City’s streets and 
subways. 

So how on earth one could 
describe as ‘convenient’ a com¬ 
modity which destroys the atmos¬ 
phere, costs double, defaces the 
environment, and possibly causes 
skin cancer will remain a mystery 
to all except the boffins and PR men 
at Levers, ICI, Wellcomes etc. etc. 


NF candidate 
finds Red under 
Labour bed 

MR. JOHN DUCKENFIELD, NF candidate in the by-election 
for the Burley Ward of Leeds Metropolitan District Council 
which took place on 8th January, has exposed yet a further 
instance of the deep penetration in and influence over the 
Labour Party by Communists. 

The election address issued by 
the Labour candidate Mr. Steve 
Donohoe, did not contain the name 
and address of his Election Agent 
in its imprint, as is required by 
election law. Instead, the leaflet 
merely declared that it was “Printed 
and Published by Leeds Labour 
Publishing Society Ltd.” 

Why was Mr. Donohoe so coy 
about the identity of his Agent? 

After a few enquiries at the Town 
Hall, Mr. Duckenfield discovered 
the identity of the elusive Labour 
Agent. 

He was Mr. Terry Flynn - who 
had stood as the Communist Party 
Candidate for Burley Ward three 
times during the past couple of 
years! Since the last by-election for 
the ward only a few months ago 
Mr. Flynn had become a convert to 
the Labour Party. 

Why the sudden conversion? We 
don’t know — but we do know that 
during the past year there have been 
quite a number of regular Com¬ 
munist Party candidates who have 
suddenly joined the Labour Party as 
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election leaflet was made by Mr. 
Duckenfield’s Election Agent, Mr. 
Andrew Brons, who is also the NF’s 
Yorkshire Regional Organiser. “We 
felt this was a deliberate attempt to 
withhold the name of the Labour 
Agent,” explained Mr. Brons. 

The stone of anonymity having 
been lifted from him, “ex- 
Communist” Mr. Flynn whined to 
the local press: “I’ve nothing to 
hide. I am well known in Burley.” 
He did not explain, though, why the 
Labour Party went to such pains to 
obscure his identity. 

This was the first time that an 
NF candidate has contested the 
Burley Ward and the result was en¬ 
couraging for the Party: 

Labour 999 votes; Conservative 
609; Liberal 164 and National Front 
138 — 7.2 per cent. 

-MARTIN WEBSTER 


National Front 
Industrial 
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THE COMMON MARKET 

The National Front works for the withdrawal of Britain from 
the European Common Market. 

THE BRITISH COMMONWEALTH 

The National Front believes that Britain’s destiny lies with the 
British Commonwealth, and resolves that every effort should be 
made to repair the damage done by recent governments to 
Commonwealth unity. 

It believes, however, that the present multi-racial conception 
of Commonwealth is unrealistic, and that the Commonwealth should 
be reformed into a partnership of White countries with its main 
nucleus being the United Kingdom, Canada, Australia and New 
Zealand. 

THE ECONOMY 

The National Front is neither capitalist nor socialist in the 
sense in which those terms are usually understood. 

Broadly speaking, the NF supports private enterprise as the 
most dynamic and efficient form of industrial operation; but it 
advocates clearly defined limits to the function of private industry 
and commerce, determined by the national and public good. 

Of all sections of the economy, that in which the NF supports 
the firmest public control is finance and banking. It regards the 
uncontrolled flow of money and credit into the economy, exercised 
by private financial interests, as the greatest single cause of inflation. 
It proposes state control of all credit, which will prohibit banks 
from issuing loans in excess of money on deposit, and grant to the 
Bank of England — under firm government supervision — sole right 
to create new credit for the economy, which will take into account 
yearly increases in actual national wealth measured in goods and 
services. 

INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS 

The NF supports the practice of profit-sharing in industry as the 
best incentive to all workers. It further supports workers’ partnership 
schemes and advocates consultation between workers and manage¬ 
ment on profits as well as wages. 

IMMIGRATION 

The National Front upholds the wish of the majority of the 
British people for Britain to remain a White country and for this 
reason opposes all coloured immigration into Britain. 

It further advocates the repatriation, by the most humane 
means possible, of those coloured immigrants already here, together 
with their descendants and dependants. 

SOCIAL WELFARE 

The National Front acknowledges it as an absolute public 
obligation to provide adequately for the very young, the sick and the 
disabled in terms of accommodation, food, clothing, warmth, health 
and hygiene services. 

NORTHERN IRELAND 

The National Front firmly supports loyalists in Northern 
Ireland in their determination to remain part of the United Kingdom 
and deplores the weakness of Conservative and Labour governments 
in defending those loyalists and in dealing with republican terrorism. 

BRITAIN AND THE WORLD 

The NF, as a British nationalist movement, respects the 
legitimate nationalism of other peoples, and sees mutual respect 
between nationally orientated states as offering a better opportunity 
for world peace than the internationalist ambition of world government. 























and address of his Election Agent 
in its imprint, as is required by 
election law. Instead, the leaflet 
merely declared that it was “Printed 
and Published by Leeds Labour 
Publishing Society Ltd.” 

Why was Mr. Donohoe so coy 
about the identity of his Agent? 
After a few enquiries at the Town 
Hall, Mr. Duckenfield discovered 
the identity of the elusive Labour 
Agent. 

He was Mr. Terry Flynn — who 
had stood as the Communist Party 
Candidate for Burley Ward three 
times during the past couple of 
years! Since the last by-election for 
the ward only a few months ago 
Mr. Flynn had become a convert to 
the Labour Party. 

Why the sudden conversion? We 
don’t know — but we do know that 
during the past year there have been 
quite a number of regular Com¬ 
munist Party candidates who have 
suddenly joined the Labour Party as 
soon as news got round that the 
National Front was going to nomin¬ 
ate a candidate. It is well known 
that the C.P. has become em¬ 
barrassed by the uniformly poor 
showing its candidates make in 
comparison to those of the NF. 

A complaint against the Labour 


SUBSCRIBE! 


In order to make sure of receiving Britain First regularly why 
not take out a subscription? Please make out cheques and postal 
orders to Britain First, 50 Pawsons Road, Croydon, Surrey. 

RATE (12 issues): £2 


I enclose.for 12 issues of Britain First. 

Name . 

Address . 


OVERSEAS SUBSCRIBERS WELCOMED 
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Anything considered. Distance no 
object. Reduced rates to NF Branches, 
Groups and Members. Phone 
01-519 7701. 

All enquirers must state proof of 
identity. 


BOOKS WANTED 

Private collector requires second¬ 
hand political books of all per¬ 
suasions. Offers to: Richard 
Lawson; c/o 50 Pawsons Road, 
Croydon, Surrey, CRO 2QF. 


BUY SPARK! 

The National Front 
broadsheet for students. 

Spark is available at 
£2.50 per 500 + 36p. p&p. 

£5.00 per 1000 + 53p. p&p. 

Get Spark into your school or 
college. 

From: National Front, 50 Pawsons 
Road, Croydon, Surrey. 


LOYALIST RECORDS 

Onward to the Field — Albert 
Bridge Accordian Band (Accom¬ 
panied NF march Sep. 74). £1.25 
from Greenwich Village, c/o Box 
1690, Britain First. 


Yorkshire Regional Organiser. “We 
felt this was a deliberate attempt to 
withhold the name of the Labour 
Agent,” explained Mr. Brons. 

The stone of anonymity having 
been lifted from him, “ex- 
Communist” Mr. Flynn whined to 
the local press: “I’ve nothing to 
hide. I am well known in Burley.” 
He did not explain, though, why the 
Labour Party went to such pains to 
obscure his identity. 

This was the first time that an 
NF candidate has contested the 
Burley Ward and the result was en¬ 
couraging for the Party: 

Labour 999 votes; Conservative 
609; Liberal 164 and National Front 
138 — 7.2 per cent. 

-MARTIN WEBSTER 


National Front 

Industrial 

Committee 

THE following officials comprise 
the National Front Industrial Com¬ 
mittee: 

CHAIRMAN: Mr. Walter Barton, 23 
Ashmoor Road, Woodhouse Park, 
Manchester M22 6FD. 
SECRETARY: Mr. Neil Farnell, 50 
Pawsons Road, Croydon, Surrey. 
LONDON REGIONAL ORGANIS¬ 
ER: Mr. John Fairhurst, 62 Long- 
mead Road, Hayes, Middlesex. 
NORTH WEST REGIONAL 
ORGANISER: Mr. T. A. Golds, 

37 Claridge Road, Chorlton-cum- 
Hardy, Manchester 21. 

MIDLANDS REGIONAL 
ORGANISER: Mr. John Finnegan, 
42 West Avenue, Castle Bromwich, 
Warwickshire. 

SOUTH WEST REGIONAL 
ORGANISER: Mr. Philip Gannaway, 
55 Briscoes Avenue, Hartcliffe, 
Bristol, BS13 0LF. 

SOUTH EAST REGIONAL 
ORGANISER: Mr. Thomas Pilling, 
153 Rochford Road, Southend-on- 
Sea, Essex. 


best incentive to all workers. It further supports workers’ partnership 
schemes and advocates consultation between workers and manage¬ 
ment on profits as well as wages. 

IMMIGRATION 

The National Front upholds the wish of the majority of the 
British people for Britain to remain a White country and for this 
reason opposes all coloured immigration into Britain. 

It further advocates the repatriation, by the most humane 
means possible, of those coloured immigrants already here, together 
with their descendants and dependants. 

SOCIAL WELFARE 

The National Front acknowledges it as an absolute public 
obligation to provide adequately for the very young, the sick and the 
disabled in terms of accommodation, food, clothing, warmth, health 
and hygiene services. 

NORTHERN IRELAND 

The National Front firmly supports loyalists in Northern 
Ireland in their determination to remain part of the United Kingdom 
and deplores the weakness of Conservative and Labour governments 
in defending those loyalists and in dealing with republican terrorism. 

BRITAIN AND THE WORLD 

The NF, as a British nationalist movement, respects the 
legitimate nationalism of other peoples, and sees mutual respect 
between nationally orientated states as offering a better opportunity 
for world peace than the internationalist ambition of world government 
The NF regards International Communism as the number one 
enemy of civilisation, and it repudiates the idea of‘detente’ with the 
Communist world while the latter seeks only the destruction of the 
West. 

At the same time the NF recognises that International Monopoly 
Capitalism is as great a menace to the freedom of the nations as 
International Communism, and that in fact the two represent 
different means to the same end: a world tyranny. 
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